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SUMMARY 

Milk  cows  in  dairy  reporters'  herds  were  fed  an  average  of  2„2  tons  of  hay 
during  the  October  1952-iIay  1953  Hint  or  feeding  season,   or  about  the  same  as  the 
average  of  recent  years.     Silage  fed  per  milk  cow  totaled  1.9  tons,   continuing  a 
gradual  upward  trend.     The  hay  equivalent  of  all  roughage  amounted  to  2,9  tons  per 
cow.     Alfalfa  made  up  half  of  the  total  hay  fed  to  milk  cows;   clover,    clover  mix- 
tures,  and  lespedeza  as  a  group,   about  one- third;   and  other  miscellaneous  hays, 
one-sixth.     Six-sevenths  of  the  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  was  home  grown  and  one-seventh 
purchased. 

The  value  of  the  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  on  February  1,   1953  was  $26.^8  per  ton, 
the  highest  for  the  date  in  9  years  of  record*     Of  the  dairymen  reporting  on  hay, 
3  reported  baled  hay  fed  for   every  2  reporting  loose  hay,   continuing  the  steady 
trend  toward  increased  use  of  baled  hay.     Corn  silage,   representing  70  percent  of 
the  total  silage  fed  to  milk  cows,    continued  to  be  the  most  important   silage,   but 
grass  silage  has  increased  steadily  and  in  the  winter  of  1952-53  represented  21 
percent  of  the  total. 


Prepared  by  John  L.  Wilson  and  Herbert  M.  '.falters,   Agricultural  Statisticians, 
under  the  general  direction  of  B.   H.  Bennett,    Head,   Division  of  Dairy  Statistics. 
The  h\  State  Agricultural  Statisticians  and  members  of  their  staffs  collected  and 
summarized  the  reports  of  cooperating  farmers  upon  which  the  series  are  based. 


Washington,   D.   C. 
June  1953 


Table  1.   -  Amount  of  hey,    silage  and  other  roughage   fed  per 
milk  cow,   winter  feeding  period  ending  in  liay,  and  value  per 
ton  of  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  I'ebruary  1,   herds  kept  "by 
dairy  reporters,  United  States,   1945-53 


Year 


Amount   fed  per  cox*,   winter 
£e£dii:£  £exiod_endin£  in_.hay__  i/_ 

Hay          :      Silage        :      0ther 
I ±  rougha_ge_ 


Value  per  ton  of  hay  fed  to 

jnilje  cows_?ebruar2  1  2/ - 

Loose  Baled  All 


1945 
1946 
1947 
1948 
1949 
1950 
1951 
1952 


Tons 
2.0 

2,1 

2.1 

2.2 

2.2 

2.2 

2.2 

2.3 
2.2 


x'ons 
1.4 

1.5 
1.5 
1.5 
1.6 

1.7 

1.6 

1.3 

-1^. 


Tons 
.3 

.3 

.2 

.2 

.2 

.2 

.2 

.1 
.1 


Dollars 

Dollf  re 

l^ars 

20.86 

25.94 

21.94 

18.43 

23.35 

IV.  68 

20.26 

25.81 

21.74 

22.32 

27.99 

24.27 

22.19 

27.65 

24.28 

20.43 

24.54 

22.23 

20.58 

24.39 

22.87 

22.41 

2?.  J4 

25.06 

23.69 

28.08 

2o,48 

1953 

l/Based  on  tonnages  fed  or  to  be  fed  during  the  October-hay  winter  feeding  period 
divided  by  the  number  of  milk  cov.'S  in  herd  on  i-Jay  1,   the  date  on  which  the  figures 
were  reported. 

2/Differences  in  values  of  loose  and  baled  hay  fed,   reflect  variations  in  hinds  of 
hay  represented,  proportion  of  hay  purchased,    etc.,   as  well  as  cost   of  balin~. 

Table   2.   -  Kind  of  hay  and  silage,  fed  to  milk  cows  in  nerds 

kept  by  dairy  reporters,  winter  feeding  period 

ending  in  Kay,  1945.-53 ,  United  States     %J 


'.■'inter 

.  Hay_ 

Silage 

feeding 

period 

ending  .  i 
Majr.  __ 

:                :  Glover, 

'Alfalfa1   ^xed 
:  clover, 

' _:l.espede.zia 

Percentage   oj 

Soybean, 
:  covrpea, 
'peanut 

f  total" 

[   other    \ 

Corn 

Sorghum  ] 

1                                         • 

• 
• 

Percentae-c- 

Gr 

"of 

ass 
total 

'idtfed 

and 
other 

1945. 

39 

34 

3 

24     ; 

;       87 

7 

1 

5 

1946 

40 

3.3 

2 

20      \ 

i       85 

8. 

1 

6 

1947 

38 

40 

2 

20      | 

V     87 

5 

2 

6 

1948 

41 

35 

2 

22     : 

:        86 

5 

4 

5 

1949      '•  ' 

..44 

34 

2 

20    I 

1       83. 

6 

6 

5 

1950 

49 

30 

2 

19    ; 

;      83 

6 

6 

5 

1951 

49 

30 

2 

19      : 

:       79 

6 

9 

6 

1952 

51 

30 

1 

"     18 

6i> 

5 

20 

6 

1953 

50 

33 

2 

15      : 

:       70 

4 

21 

5 

leased  on  tons  of  hay  and   silage  fed  or  to  be   fed  during  the  October-hay  winter 
feeding  period  reported  in  response  to  question  asked  as  of  hay  1  each  year. 
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ROUGHAGE  FED  TO  MILK  COWS 
195^-53  WINTER  FEEDING  SEASON 

During  the  October  1952-May  1953  winter  feeding  season,  milk,  cows  in  dairy 
reporters'  herds  were  fed  an  average  of  2.2  tons  of  hay,  1.9  tons  of  silage,  and 
0.1  ton  of  other  roughage.  These  rates  of  roughage  feeding  were  about  in  line 
with  those  of  other  recent  years,  except  that  there  has  been  a  gradual  increase 
in  amount  of  silage  fed  per  cow  (Table  l)..  In  the  1952-53  feeding  season  the 
quantity  of  silage  fed  per  cow  was  0.5  ton  or  36  percent  higher  than  8  years 
earlier  when  data  on  roughage  feeding  were  first  collected  from  dairy  reporters. 
The  hay  equivalent  of  all  roughage  fed,  including  silage  and  other  dry  roughage 
converted  to  hay  equivalent,  was  2,9  tons  per  cow,  the  same  as  during  the  previ- 
ous winter  feeding  period. 

By  States,  the  wide  variability  in  amount  of  roughage  fed  per  milk  cow 
reflected  the  length  of  the  winter  feeding  season,  quantities  of  concentrates 
fed,  feed  obtained  by  winter  grazing,  and  general  dairy  practices  in  the  area. 
The  amount  of  hay  fed  per  milk  cow  ranged  from  less  than  1  ton  per  cow  in  some 
of  the  Gulf  Coast  States  to- as  high  as  4  tons  per  cow  in  Utah.  In  the  Mountain 
States,  in  which  milk  cows  are  kept  primarily  in  irrigated  areas  where  alfalfa 
is  plentiful,  rates  of  hay  feeding  ranged  mostly  between.  3  and  k   tons  per  cow. 
In  the  principal  Northern,  Northeastern,  and  Pacific  dairy  States,  from  2  to  3 
tons  of  hay  per  cow  were  commonly  fed  during  the  winter  season.  In  the  lower 
central  Atlantic  Coast  and  southern  interior  States,  quantities  ranged  mostly 
from  1  to  2  tons  per  cow.    . 

The  amount  of  silage;fed  per  milk  cow  likewise  varied  widely.  In  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota,  and  most  of  the  Northeast  more  than  3  tons  of  silage  were  fed  per 
milk  cow  during  the  October  1952-May  1953  winter  feeding  season.  In  several 
other  important  fluid  milk  States,  including  Ohio,  Michigan,  and  Virginia,  the 
quantity  of  silage  per  cow  exceeded  2  tons.  In  most  other  northern  and  central 
Atlantic  Coast  States  and  in  the  more  important  Mountain  dairy  States,  1  to  2 
tons  were  fed.  In  the  lower  Atlantic  Seaboard  States  and  much  of  the  South, 
silage  fed  ranged  from  very  little  to' about  1  ton  per  cow. 

A  little  dry  roughage  other  than  hay  was  fed  to  milk  cows  rather  generally 
over  the  country,  but  appreciable  quantities  were  limited  mainly  to  the  sorghum- 
growing  areas.  Fodder  and  bundle  feed  were  used  extensively  to  supplement  hay 
in  these  areas  and  constituted  most  of  the  "other"  roughage  fed.  The  hay  equiva- 
lent of  all  roughage  fed  per  milk  cow  during  the  winter  feeding  season  exceeded 
^  tons  in  Utah,  Idaho,  and  North  Dakota,  ranged  from  3  to  k   tons  in  most  of  the 
Northeastern,  Great  Lake,  and  important  Western  dairy  Sta.tes,  but  fell  to  a 
level  of  about  1  ton  per  cow  in  the  States  along  the  Gulf  Coast.  As  shown  in 
Table  3»  this  hay  equivalent  was  computed  on  the  basis  that  3  tons  silage  or 
2  tons  dry  roughage  other  than  hay  are  equivalent  to  1  ton  of  hay. 

Legume  Havs  Predominate 

Alfalfa  hay  made  up  about  half  of  the  hay   that  dairy  reporters  fed  to   their 
milk  cows  during  the  1952-53  winter  feeding  season.     Clover,  mixed  clover,  and 
lespedeza  made  up  about  one-third  and  other  kinds  about  one-sixth,   as  shown  in 
Table  2.     Alfalfa  hay  constituted  three-fourths  or  more  of  the  total  hay  ration 
fed  to  milk  cows  in  all  Western  States     except  Washington  and  Oregon.     Alfalfa 
was  also  the  principal  hay  fed  in  the  central  Great  Plains  States,  Minnesota, 
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Iowa,  Michigan,  and  Illinois.  Clover, 
clover  mixtures ,  end  lespec!eza  as  a 
group  made  up  about  half  or  more  of  the 
total  hay  fed  in  the  North  Atlantic 
area,  Ohio,  Missouri,  the  Middle  Atlan- 
tic Seaboard  States,  gnd  Tennessee. 
The  soybean-cowpea-pe.anut  g roup  6f  hays 
was  fed. to  some  extent  in  the  South,   '■ 
with  about  9  percent  of  the  hay  fed  in: 
the  South  Central  region  drawn  from 
thes-e  kinds.  A  wide  variety  of  other 
hays  were  fed  rather  generally  over  most 
of  the  country*  The  proportion  of  the 
hay  fed  to  milk  cows  falling  in  each  of 
these  general  groupings  is  shown  by  States  in  Table'  4. 

More  detailed  data  on  the  kinds  of  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  based  on  the  number 
of  dairymen  feeding  them  are  shown  in, Table *9i  These  data  underline  the  prepon- 
derance of  alfalfa. in  the  Plains  and  Western  States.  Among  the  hays  included  in 
the  general  clover  group,  clover  and  timothy  was  the  principal  dairy  hay  in  the 
iTortheast  and  Eastern  Great, take  area.'  Other  clover  hays  were  fed  rather  gener- 
ally over  the' country.  Lespedeza  represented  from  one-third  to  one-half  of  the 
hay  fed  in  many  of  the  Southern  States.  Soybean,  cowpea,  and  peanut  hay  were 
also  fed  locally  in  the  South.  Some  sorghum  hay,  wild  hay,  and  grain  hay  were 
fed  to  milk  cows  in  the  Plains  and  './estern  States.  Mixed  and  other  hays  were 
,  important  in  most  areas,  '/here, reports  in  this  group  were  numerous,  they  usually 
included  a  variety  of  mixed  grass,  and  legume  hays  fed  to  milk  cows  that  did  not 
fall  readily  in,  more  specific  single"  hay  classification. 

As  usual,  producers  .relied  principally  on  home-grown  hay  for  feeding  their 
nilk  cows.  Dairy  reporters  purchased  14  percent  of  the  hay  fed  during  the 
1952-53  winter  feeding  period,  as. compared  with  11  to  14  percent  in  recent  years. 
The  proportion  of  purchased  hay,  however,  Varied  quite  widely.  In  the  more 
important  ITorth  Central  States  of  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Iowa,  only  3  t«  4 
percent  of  the  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  was  purchased.  In  northern  States  farther 
east  the  proportion  purchased  was  slightly  larger  but  exceeded  12  percent  only  in 
Southern  HewK England.-  "At  the  other,  extreme,  California  dairy  reporters  bought 
"more  'than  three-fourths  of  the  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  gnd  in  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and 
Oregon  a  third  or  more  was  purchased.  The  proportion  of  hay  purchased  in  the 
winter' of  1952-53 'was  up  sharply  from  the  average  for  recent  years  in  Kansas, 
Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  some  ether  States' where  hay  production  was  cut  by 
the  drought.  Data  on  proportion  of  hay  purchased  are  shown  in  Table  5« 

More  Baled  Hay  Fed 

-Baled  hay  represents  a  rapidly  increasing  proportion  of  the  hay  fed  to  milk 
cows.  A  count  of  the  frequency  of  reports  on  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  on  February  1, 
1953  showed  60  percent .of  the  reports  indicating  baled  hay  fed  and  40  percent 
loose  hay  fed.  The  proportion  reporting  baled  hay  is  the  highest  in  9  years  of 
record  and  compares  with  53  percent  in  1952,  41  percent  in  1949,  and  24  percent 
in  1945,  the  first  year  for  which  data  were  available.  Increased  use  of  field 
balers  in  recent  years  has  had  a  marked  influence  on  the  form  in  which  hay  is  put 
up  for  feeding  milking  animals.. 
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•Reports  on'baled  hay  constituted  nore  than  three-fourths  of  the  total  hay 
reports  in  New  Jersey,   Illinoisr  Missouri,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,   Texas,  and 
California.     On  the  other  hand,   in  northern  New  England,    the  western  Great  Lake 
'States,   and  the  northern  Great  Plains  States,   loose  hay  continued  to  predominate 
in  feeding  milk  cows.      In  Wisconsin,  North  Dakota,  Montana,   and  Wyoming,   reports 
on  loose  hoy  fed  to  milk  cows  were  about  twice  as  numerous  as  reports  on  haled 
hay. 

Hay  Costly  Last  Winter    • 

The  hay  fed  to  milk-  cows  on  February  1,   1953  was  reported  worth  more  per 
ton  than  in  pny  other  of  the  9  years  for  which  records  are  available,     For  the 
United  States  as  a  whole  the  hey  fed  to  milk  cows  was  valued  "by  dairy  reporters 
at  $26.48  per  ton,   compared  with  $25<,06  on  February'  1,  1952  and  from  $19.68  to 
$24.28  in  the  preceding  7  years.   -Loose  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  was  valued  at 
$23.69  per  ton  as  compared  with  baled  hay  at  $28.08.     The  difference  represented 
not  only- the  cost  of  baling  but  also  some  differences  in  kinds  and  quality  of 
the  hay.     The  value  of  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  was  highest  in  Florida  at  $48.50  per 
ton,  and  was  only  a  little  less  than  $40  per  ton  in  Oklahoma  and  Toxas.     On  the 
other  hand,   cheapest  hay  was  available  in  the  northern  Great  Plains  and  western 
Great  Lake  States,  mostly' from  $16  to  $19  per  ten,     Sharp  increases  in  hay 
values  as  compared  to  a  year  earlier  were  reported  in  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Arkansas,  and  Oklahoma,  all  in  the  heart  of  "the  1952  fall  drought  area.     Moder- 
ate increases  as  compared  to  a  year  earlier  were  recorded  in  Pennsylvania,   Ohio, 
and  most  of  the  other  Central  States.      In  the  West,   however,   the  value  per  ton 
of  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  on  February  1,   1953  was  generally  below  a  year  earlier, 
with  decreases  ranging  from  about  ^3  per  ton  on  the  West  Coast  to  as  much  as  $14 
per  ton  in  Utah.     Lata  on  the  valu*e  of  loose,  baled,  and  all  hay  fed  to  milk 
cows  are  shown  in  Table  ?. 

Grass  Silage  Becoming  .Important 

Of  the  silage  fed  to  milk  cows  in  the  1952-53  Winter  feeding  period,   70  per- 
cent was  corn  silage,   21  percent  grass  silage,   4  percent   sorghum  silage,  and 
5  percent"  mixed  or  other  silage.     Over  the  9-year  period  for  which  records  are 
available,    there  has  been' a  rapid  increase  in  proportion  of  grass  silage  fed, 
chiefly  at  the  expense  of  corn  and  sorghum  silage   (Table  2).      In  the  1952~53 
winter  feeding  season,  grass  silage  represented  21  percent   of  the  total,    only 
slightly  more  than  in  the 'previous  winter  but  double  the  proportion  in  the 
1950-51  season  and  five  times  as  much  as  in  the  winter  of  1947-48.      Increasing 
interest  in  grass  land  farming  and  machinery  to   convert  the  difficult- to -cure 
first  cutting  of  hay  into   silage  have  dene  much  to  interest  dairymen  in  the  use 
of  grass  Silage.      Interest  in  grass  silage  has  been  most  active  in  the  Northeast, 
North  Central  and  Pacific  Northwest  sections  of  the  oountry.     As  shown  in 
Table  6,   grass  silage  made  up  nearly  half  the   total  silage  in  northern  Hew 
England,   Ohio,   and  the  northern  Pacific  Coast  States,   and  about  one- third  of  the 
total  in  southern  New  Dngland,   Pennsylvania,    Indiana,   and  Iowa. 
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Table  3.  -  -unount  of  hay,  silage,  and  other  roughage  fed  per  mi  lie  cov;  in  herns 
by  dairy  reporters,  winter  feeding  n?riod  ending  in  ilay,  by  States, 
1952  and  1953  l/ 


State 

!       Hay 

S 

L  lage 

:    Other 
:   rovvhage 

hay  eauTj|u 

rougha£e_J 

and 
Division 

'  1952 

:   1953 

• 

1   1952 

;   1953 

;   1952  : 

1953 

1952  ; 

1953 

Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

Me.,  K.H. ,  Vt. 

2.6 

2,8 

2.5 

2.4 





3.6 

Mass, ,R,I.,Conn, 

2.1 

2.2 

3.3 

4.1 

.1 

» — 

3.4 

3.7 

::.  Y. 

2.8 

2.7 

3.1 

3,2 

.1 

.1 

3.9 

3.8 

H.  J. 

2.1 

2,3 

3.0 

3.1 

.1 

.1 

3.1 

3.4 

PaA 

2,3 

3*3 

2.9 

3^2 

BOTH 

■■■  ,■ 

3.3 

3.3 

tf.Atl. 

2.6 

2A5 

3.0 

3^2 

.1    . 

_ — _ 

3.6 

3.6 

Ohio 

2.5 

2.2 

le3 

2.1 

.2 

.2 

3.0 

3.0 

Ind. 

2.2 

2.2 

1.2 

1.6 

.1 

.1 

2.6 

2.8 

111. 

2.3 

2.5 

1.6 

1.6 

.1 



2„8 

3.0 

Mich. 

2,7 

2.9 

2.2 

2.4 

.1 

.1 

3.5 

3,7 

Wis. 

2.6 

cjj^O 

307 

«-^_8 

.... 

.1  . 

3,8 

•3.8 

E.il.Cont 

2.5 

2J) 

.  2.4 

?x7 

.1 

.1  . 

3.£  . 

3,4 

Minn. 

2.9 

2,8 

2,9 

3.1 

.2 

.1 

3.9 

2.9 

Iowa 

2.4 

2.3 

1.6 

1.7 



.1 

2.9 

2,9 

Mo. 

2.4 

2.1 

1.5 

1.7 

.1 

.1 

3.0 

2.7 

B.Dak. 

3.8 

3.6 

1.6 

1.5 

A. 

.  - 

.5 

4.5 

4,3 

S.Dak. 

3.0 

2.5 

1.8 

1.0 

.3 

.5 

3,7 

3.C 

i\iebr. 

2.3 

2.3 

.7 

1.0 

2 

.2 

2.6 

2,7 

KansA 

2,0 

1,5 

1.9 

1*5 

.3 

.4 

2,8 

2,2 

W.rJ.Cent^ 

2.6 

0    -1. 

1.9 

1*9 

.2  . 

o 

3,1 

Del,,  i.'d. 

2.1 

2.0 

2,6 

2.0 

.1 

3.0 

2.6 

Va, 

2.0 

1.9 

1.8 

2.3 

.1 

.1 

2.6 

2.7 

W.Va. 

2.0 

1.9 

1.0 

1.6 

.3 

.2 

2C5 

2.5 

H.C, 

1.8 

1.8 

1,4 

1.3 

.2 

.2 

O  «  O 

2.3 

O  a  0  ■  j_    Q3.  j^ 

.  1*6  _ 

1*3 

1,0 

jl9 

.1 

.1 

2,1 

l-,6 

S,.atl. 

1.8 

W 

.  1.5 

1.4 

jj. 

_  *.l  . 

_  2*3  _ 

2,1 

Ky. 

2.0 

1.9 

1.2 

1.0 

.2 

.2 

2.5 

2,3 

Tenn. 

1.6 

1.4 

.4 

.1 

.2 

1.3 

1,6 

o.la. 

.8 

.9 

.i 

-_— 

*-- 

.1 

.9 

1.0 

Miss. 

.8 

1.0 

a/ 

a/ 

a/ 

a/ 

1.0 

1.1 

Ax)c, 

1.7 

1.4 

.1 

.3 

.1 

.1 

1.8 

1.5 

La. 

.6 

.8 

.2 

.1 

.1 

.1 

.7 

.9 

Okla. 

1.7 

1.7 

1.0 

.9 

.4 

.3 

2,2 

2.1 

Tex. 

.  1.2  _ 

1*3 

.  i.o 

JL^ 

.3 

.2  . 

1.7 

1.7 

S. Cent  j 

.  1.3 

1*3 

.7 

.*6 

.2 

1.7 

1.6 

Mont. 

3.1 

2,9 

.2 

.1 

.1 

3.2 

3,0 

Idaho 

3.6 

3.7 

.8 

1.2 

.1 



3.9 

4.1 

Wyo  • 

3.4 

3.4 

sJ 

a/ 

a/ 

a/ 

3.9 

3.8 

Colo. 

2.5 

.  3.0 

2.0 

1.7 

.4 

.2 

3.3 

3.7 

Utah 

3.8 

4.0 

1.9 

1.8 

.1 



4.4 

4.6 

Wash. 

2.4 

2.8 

1.4 

2.1 

.1 

">   9 

3.6 

Oreg. 

2.4 

2.5 

a/ 

a/ 

a/ 

a/ 

2.9 

2,9 

Calif ._  _ 

3,0 

2^9.  _ 

_  _.i 

_  _  *5_  _ 



.1 

_  3.1 

Vest* 

.  2.9  . 

3^0 

1.0 

1A1 

.1  . 

.1 

3.2  . 

3.4 

u,  sA 

0|U 

2A2 

1.8  . 

w 

.1  . 

.1 

2.9 

2.9 

l/Based  on  tonnage 

s  fed  durirg  the 

October- 

May  winter 

feeding  oeriod 

end  numbers 

of  milk  cows  in  herds  i'ayl,the  date  on  which 

the  figures  "ere  reported. 

2/ln  computing  total  hay 

equivalent 

,  3  tons 

of  silage 

or  2  tons 

other 

roughage  were 

considered  equal  to  1  ton  of  hay. 

a/Data  not  shown  where  reports  are  insuffic 
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ient  to  establish  a  stable  average. 


Table  4»-  Kind  of  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  in  herds  kept  by  dairy  reporters, 

winter  feeding  period  ending  in  May,  by  States,  1952  and  1953  2/ 


Alfalfa 


Clover,  niixed 


:       Soybeani 
_".irin~ £.lov;er  ?ind  iesjpe_de.za:_covrp.ea  ^  .Peanut 

Percentage  of  Total 


1952 

—  .V 


Other 
195^  !  1953 


Mo.,  I.H.,  Vt.,      8  3      & 

Mass.,  R.I.,  Conn*  14  8      4l 

e.y.                      1?  22         45 

H.J.            44  42     37 

Pa. 29  .  _  29 49. 


2/86 

2/68 

i»9 

39 

60 


^7 
^5 
37 
16 
21 


.11 
24 

29 
18 
JO 


M&u 

20 

.  21 

45 

53 

1 

mm 

_34. 

.       21 

Ohio 

39 

43 

49 

48 

3 

+— 

9 

9 

tnd. 

42 

43 

46 

46 

5 

2 

7 

4 

111. 

61 

57 

37 

1 

4 

0 

2 

Mich. 

64 

60 

28 

30 

~ 

(M 

6 

;     10- 

|is.. 

-59.  . 

52 

37 

4l 

_ 

_ 

4 

.  __     7 

38  #N.  Cent.. 

55 

_52 

_38 

^0 

1 

1 

s 

.0 

2 

Minn, 

66 

74 

14 

16 

1 

1 

17 

•      9 

Iowa 

61 

66 

30 

29 

— 

— 

0 

5 

Ho. 

37 

32 

45 

47 

1 

3 

17 

18 

H.Dak. 

37 

4o 

1 

6 

««• 

— 

62 

.      54 

ST.Dak. 

53 

61 

2 

2 

M 

— 

40 

■      37 

Uebr. 

73 

75 

7 

9 

— 

— 

20 

•    16 

Kans_, 

__26_ 

68 

_5 

.  15_ 

«# 

tm 

19 

_•  _12  _  _ 

:\!!.Cent. 

5.9 

61 

12. 

21 

»* 

1 

22 

12 

Del.,   Md., 

28 

32 

53 

52 

4 

2 

10 

.14 

Va, 

44 

52 

41 

37 

5 

2 

10 

•9 

Vf,.Va. 

30 

28 

47 

49 

1 

2 

22 

21 

1T.C. 

30 

26 

52 

6 

C 

12 

13 

5.  C.j.  t>a_j_, 

16 

11 

43 

51 

17 

0 

u 

.       19 

_30 

S.Atl, 

.  21 

_31 

SO 

^7    _ 

6 

4 

13 

•     16 

Ky. 

39 

31 

47 

41 

6 

14 

3 

14 

Tenn. 

19 

24 

65 

CO 

8 

10 

8 

•      9 

Ala. 

22 

9 

29 

36 

30 

21 

19 

34 

Ark. 

10 

19 

68 

41 

4 

5 

IS 

.  35 

Okla. 

49 

52 

12 

10 

5 

3 

34 

.35 

Texs 

12 

_34 

— 

— 

_3„ 

2 

65 

O'i 

S.Centj^ 

11 

JO 

_3I  . 

29 

O 

q 

10 

.. J2  . 

Mont. 

72 

76 

12 

0 
i 

•« 

~ 

16 

.17 

Idaho 

76 

92 

14 

5 

-. 

•-• 

10  . 

3 

Colo. 

93 

87 

1 

6 

»4 

** 

6 

7 

Ariz, 

06 

92 

2 

m* 

mm 

M 

2 

8 

Utah 

89 

90 

3 

4 

mi 

»* 

3 

.    0 

Wash. 

41 

32 

28 

22 

mm 

1 

31 

,  1'6 

Oreg. 

46 

^5 

18 

19 

mm) 

M 

36 

•  36 

Calif, 

93 

90 

1 

2 

- 

- 

6 

8 

^est. 

79 

78 

8 

7 

- 

~ 

13 

■  15 

U.S. 

50 

1. 

2 

18 

15 

l/Por  October. 

• 

-May  v;in.1 

;er  feoc'.^n 

period  as 

reported 

May  1. 

.    .. 

2/ Includes  mixed  hays 

other  tha 

n  clover,. 

-  7 

- 

Tabic   5,~  Pure  biased  hay  as  percentage  of  £.11  hay  fed  te  milk  cov/s 
'in  hcr^  k''r;t  by  dairy  reporters,  v/int^r  feedli  son 

'  May,194&-53  1/ 


State' 

•                                 • , 

-  • 

• 

• 
« 

•'     and 

:•  1946  •  :• 

19^7   -  : 

•1948 

:      19'  9 

i    1« 

:  JL951 

2    : 

1953 

—  Btslainn . 

_»  _  . .  ._  __»'_ 

— •  —   -  '•— 

Perce 

• 

nta.ee   of 

• 

Total 

*--  —    -  — 

•—--  —  —* 

—  —  —  - 

Me.,  f.:t.,  Vt." 

?  ' 

J 

2 

7 

7 

'  V      ' 

7 

Mass.,   H.I.,    Conn 

6- 

9 

7 

4-  ■ 

19 

6       ' 

'  io  " 

19 

N.Y. 

2 

1 

2 

4 

5 

3 

T 

S 

-    4 

N.J. 

12 

10 

12 

11 

12 

12 

19       ' 

*     9 

£fe • 

2 

4 

4 

4 

3...  _ 

3 

„  if  __  _. 

"_  _7_  . 

S.iti, 

3 

4 

a . 

5l  _ 

0 

4 

c 

'     7    . 

Ohio 

7 

14 

0 

6 

10 

7 

9 

n 

0 

Ind. 

6 

0 

12 

10 

10 

6 

13 

111. 

7 

9 

10 

11 

14 

12 

9 

12 

Mich. 

5  • 

6 

3 

8 

7 

7 

' 

5 

Tiis ,_  _ 

3_  __  . 

.  __5 

i  ^ 

8 

6  _  _ 

_  5  _  _ 

..  2_  J 

__3_  _ 

^.ii.Cent^. 

r' 

.  „8_  _  _ 

6 

6    \ 

8 

_  2  ..  _ 

..  *2  _  _ 

■    6 

Minn. 

5 

5 

9 

g 
0 

8 

4 

•4 

I  owa 

5  • 

5 

7 

9 

6 

7 

3 

4 

Mo. 

15 

24 

l? 

20 

18 

18 

14 

•     21 

N.Dak. 

2 

4 

l 

2 

5 

2 

3    ' 

•     4 

S.Dak, 

3- 

11 

9 

5 

7 

6 

2 

'    9 

Nebr, 

10 

9 

10 

tt 

14 

12 

10 

12 

_Kans., •_ 

12  _  _ 

_12 

_  21  _  _ 

.  _  _l£  _ 

c 

- 
0 

12 

_31 

W^Cent. 

2 

_.  1 

Q 

10 

_  1       . 
4 

Q 

3 

6 
2 

•    £ 

Del,,   Md., 

7 

3 

5 

3 

6 

Va. 

13 

4 

8 

3 

15 

9 

8 

'    10 

tf-.Va. 

3 

7 

5 

5 

3 

2 

6      - 

1  10 

H.C. 

7 

10 

15 

s 

7 

8 

9 

'    8 

S.&*  SaA 

8 

-•7 

21 

12 

i; 

11 

13 

'17 

S.Atl. 

Q 

6 

10 

6 

.  .:.    9 

8 

'■ 

'10 

Ky. 

6 

q 

2 

7 

7 

11 

14 

13 

Tenn, 

6 

4 

7 

6 

5 

6 

7 

19 

Ala. 

25 

12 

10 

11 

26 

13 

26 

32 

Miss. 

5 

12 

6 

12 

5 

6 

!: 

8 

Ark, 

24 

37 

14 

10 

6 

12 

12 

31 

La, 

27 

31 

35 

37 

22 

31 

14 

18 

Okl    . 

23 

29 

24 

38 

32 

27 

22 

40    ' 

JPexx ; 

28  •• 

J32 

_  26_  . 

_3i  _ 

-  .31  _  . 

42 

48 

__5S 

Sj^C  e  nt , 

..12 

22 

_  19    . 

22 

1§ 

-1 

22 

.  _30 

Mont. 

17  " 

18 

18 

19 

22 

13 

12 

13 

Idaho 

16     "■ 

29    ' 

23 

24 

18 

22 

23 

19 

tfyo. 

35 

15 

14 

31 

7 

9 

11 

21 

Colo. 

24  ■ 

26 

24 

22 

36 

31 

33 

28 

Afis, 

37   ' 

44 

55 

61 

33 

56 

39 

53 

Utah 

13    ' 

18 

13 

19 

14 

20 

19 

14 

tfaah,     . 

23 

33 

34 

25 

35 

2? 

35 

21 

Ore    . 

•  15  • 

24 

29 

23 

32 

41 

34 

Calif. 

_  _  2L_  _  . 

£4 

_75  .. 

_.  „  2o_  , 

.  .  28„  _ 

Jk  _  _ 

_7i  _.  .. 

..  .26_  _ 

We.atA 

:*39 

£2 

•0 

44 

46 

•':4 

_J0 

k6 

U.S. 

_  _  aoA9_ 

_  l2Jt8_  _ 

_1.2.6 

_  _  13*9. 

.  ..  1'  Al_ 

_i:i.£  . 

...1J..0  _ 

_  lVt_ 

l/Based  on  quan 

titles  fed, 

or  to  "be 

fed,    - 

Lurin£   the 

j  October- 

wi  > 

ter  feeding 

3eason(   reported 

in  response 

to  quest: 

.on"  as$ 

us   of 

May  1  each  year. 
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Table  6.-  Kind  of  silage  fed  to  mill:  cows  in  herds  kept  "by  dairy  reporters, 
winter  feeding  period  ending  in  lay,    selected  States,    1946-50 
average,   1951-52  average,  and  1953  1/ 


State 

[  Corn  -silage 

Sorghum  si 

lage 

Grass 

. ,               :     axed  and 
silage              .,   ••.       _ 
:   other  sila/ 

e 

and 

•  1946- :  1951- : 

1946- 

:1951- 

« 

1946- : 

1951-:'         :1946-:1951-': 

Division              ; 

1950 

:1952  : 

1953 » 

1950 

:1952 

:1'953 

.1950   : 

1952  :1953:1950  M952  :  1.953 

| j 

_av._ 

i.ay.._  JL 

^          ♦ 

av*.  _ 

iavA  - 

•                  4 

.av.__  j. 

av._  jj, :_a.vA  __:  .av^  j. 

—  .— 

, 

81 

•    72 

1 

•  53 

Percentage 

of  total 

23       46         6 

He.,   iT.H, ,.  Vt, 

— i 

— 

-.— 

13 

1 

Mass.,  R.I. ,  Conn.- 

87 

.     64 

.  63 

— . 

— 

— 

8 

34      37        5           2 

— 

H«  .Y. 

86 

•     78 

72 

-»-* 

— 

•.  — 

12 

19  -     26         2          3. 

2 

H.    J. 

84 

78 

.  84 

3 

7 

4 

13 

14      12      —          1 

— 

£a__  _  _ 

-  89_ 

66 

.  62 

5._ 

22_  _3J_         6U     .  12 

_  2 

ii._At.lj.  imm  >mm 

86 

-_72- 

JL 

— 

— 

__  __— m 

10 

22    _J31       _4        __5 

2 

Ohio 

91 

50 

.  40 

™"~* 

1 

.  — 

t 

45       47        3           4 

13 

Ino\ 

86 

.    77 

63 

7 

4 

.    8 

3 

19  ,     29         4 

«  r- 

111. 

95 

72 

,  80 

2 

2 

.     7 

JL 

16,     13         2         10 

. — 

I."ioh« 

96 

94 

.90 

.2 

6,       9         2 

1 

Hi  So- 

- 25_ 

86 

-71 

1 

.  11__  _18  .   _4 3_ 

3 

il.  1J.   Cent. 

24 

02 

76 

1 

1 

1 

2 

14^     21         3         J 

J 

linn. 

96 

39 

83 

9 ,     15        4           2 

2 

I  ova 

93 

74 

67 

2 

8 

— 

4 

15  .    33        1.3. 

— 

lb. 

49 

•     54 

43 

45 

28 

i  33 

.2 

5.       6        4        13 

,  13 

IT.  Dak.       - 

96 

96 

PI00 

— 

— 

.  — 

— 

3.    —        4         A 

r 

S,  Dak. 

100 

86 

■  96 

-T 

— 

— 

— - 

2.4—        12 

." — 

Kansjs. •_ 

18 

-_2- 

-Jl 

_26_ 

-2^_ 

_  47. 

2 

_  JU  _  2  ..  _4-  -  i7^ 

-12 

\I„  -IT__  Cent. 

.83 

72  m 

71 

-13- 

14 

10 

1 

J>-  -li     3        Ju 

4 

Del.,   Mi, 

86 

81 

76 

2 

— 

— 

5 

13-22         7        .6 

.  2 

Va, 

78 

90 

36 

1 

-._ 

— 

3 

8         3       13           2 

.  11 

17.  .Va. 

81 

77 

75 

-T 

— 

— 

4 

23-     25       15         -1 

— 

H0JP__ 

.26. 

--32- 

-22. 

2 

4 

a.  — ~_ 

__— 

--__  __--  _   _2 7_ 

10 

S.  Atl. 

80 

82 

81 

4 

4 

1 

2 

8       10       14          <__ 

8 

Kv# 

85 

67 

72 

— » 

— 

.    — 

2 

6-       7      13         27. 

21 

0 k__a__  ,    _<__ 

.JL 

15 

vji 

QO 

—  _i.J— 

-i7- 

21 

2 

2      —      _j        16 

-i 

5.  -Cent.     * 

.J4 

i-32- 

.    62 

49 

45 

.   24 

2 

-    6  -  -  2      15        1%. 

21 

Idaho 

56 

90 

82 

— 

— 

— 

-.— 

12      44         10  - 

6 

Colo» 

82 

QR 

100 

93 
-  11 

3 

1  <           2 

Utah 

71 
17 

70 
86 

?Q              lii 

7 
29 

Uash. 

14 

13 

_*. 

— — 

40 

69.        60          30              17 

0re-e£.          - 

-45 

.     34 

34 

—  T 



— — 

.  27„ 

58-     40       28           3, 

26 

Vest^. 

49 

-53 

-    60 

4 

__ 

1 

.15 

26-      23.       32         16 

16 

u,  s. 

85 

74 

70 

6 

£ 

.     4 

4 

14       21         5           6 

5 

l./Data  are  shown  only  for  those  States  where  the  amount   fed  during  the  October-Lay 
winter  feeding  season  averaged  more  than  3/4  ton  per  cow. 
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Table  7  -  Valuo  per  ton  of  hay  fed  to  milk  cows  in  herd3  kept  by  dairy 
reporters,  7ebruary  1,  1945-49  average ,  and  1952-53  1/ 


Stat 
and 


e 


Loose  hay. . J.  __  _Baled_h£y i_ All_hay__ 


22.00 

22.00 

29.33 

29.00 

28.00 

23.81 

25.00 

24.50 

30.50 

30.00 

37.52 

36c  50 

35.50; 

32.^5 

34.00 

34.00 

18.50 

20.00 

22.76 

22.00 

24.00' 

19.28 

20.5 ) 

22,50 

29.50 

27.50 

35*33 

37.00 

36.00' 

32.65 

35.50 

34.00 

f5"*  !     1952  '     1953  :YM^9  !  1952  =1953  Jj*  ^  !l952  !  1953 

_  ..Division : Average  j_  _  _ _  J,  _  _,  _  i.Avera£e_ :__ i  _  ._  J.Average_:„  _  __:__  _  _  _ 

__  D  o  1  1  a  r  ■ 
Me.,  W.H. ,   Vt.        21,20 
i:ass.,R.I.tGonn.    28*41 
ii.  Y.  17.98 

H«  J.  -29.93 

Pa^.  _  j _21..25_  _21.J50     _2i.^0   •       27.81  _  .29^50  _30..50_  .23^11  _  ^5^00  _29.00_ 

il._AuI I 20. v4~  _21.J7l  -22.571  I  i?Joi  7  1^72  _22.38_  .22V/.6  _  Jk*l4  ^.^O. 

0Mb    :      -  '20.17    ~ 21.00        24.00~";      26.36  "    26.- 00  '29.50'    21.62      "23.50      27.00 

Ind.  21.29       21.50       24.00         24.37       24.00     26,50     22,38       23,00     25.50 

111.  21.29        20.50        23.50  24.61       22.50      26.00     23.06     .22.00.    25.50 

Mich.  20.21       18.00        19.50  24.42       20.00     23. 50   .21.10,-    19.00      21.50 

lris. 20.99_  _15.iO     _lZ.i°_       26.22  _  16*50  _20.oO_  21.  Q  __  16*  )0  _l8.^p. 

S._tfA  Cent^ 20.82_  "l8. 28~  _20.  63_  Z  IQ^l  ~  3>*&2  I2I.?4_  2l786  __  lS^-J  _22.17_ 

Minn, 

I  owa 

Mo, 

H.  Dak. 

S.  Dak. 

Nebr. 

Kans^ 16.62^ '^12.^0^  _22.00_       22^32  _  27^00  _J8.00_  18/76  _  24^00  _J.5..00_ 

IkJU  CenU li.17-  ^lZoj6    ^20 .40    1^21.26    .  ZL.Q2    .24.T?_  17^.17  _  J9..17  _22.j?5_ 

Del.,    Mi.  25.27        27.00       30.50"       29.58       3l750  ""35.00     26.6*5       30.00     33.50 

Va.  28.76      35.50       37.00         35.10       38; 50     40.00     33.21       37.00     38.50 


.15.95. 

,  .16.50 

17.00  . 

-•21.76 

,  19.00 

.20.00 

16.71 

17.50 

18.50 

18.08 

17.00 

19.50, 

-  21*69 

18.50 

21.50 

18.98 

18. 

20.50 

19.61 

22.00 

28.00 

•22.70 

27.00 

32.00 

20.86 

25.50 

32.  w0 

9.75 

14,00 

14.50 

15.05 

20.00 

20.00 

9.99 

15.50' 

16.50 

12.16 

15.00 

18.00 

19.10 

17.50 

20.50 

12,73 

16,00* 

19.00 

I6.30 

16.00 

23.00 

22*43 

22,00 

29.00 

17.64 

I8.0© 

25.00 

U.  Va. 

27.10 

•    28.00 

30.00 

36.93 

35.50 

35.50 

28.24 

29.O0 

•31.50 

N.  G. 

29.97 

■31.00 

34.50 

34.50 

36.00 

34.50 

31.32 

33.5- 

34.50 

S,  C,  ,    Gra, 

30.52 

32.50- 

33.50 

34. 62 

37.5^ 

37.00 

32.33 

35.50 

36.00 

Fla. 

S.  Atl. 

Ky.  ' 

128.13"" 
24.78 

30.84**" 
.  23.50 

3I«2°7! 

30.00 

Z  3x%L "" 

28.23 

26742 
32750 

36.81*" 
34.50 

26.27 

^4.00 

!  3~7'i 
30.50 

48.50 

3LI47 

33.00 

Tenn, 

27.57 

31.50 

34.00 

30,42 

3^.50 

37.00 

28,52 

33*00 

06.00 

Ala. 

27.72 

32.00 

30.50 

31.20 

35.50 

34.00 

29.53 

34.  JO 

32,50 

i-iss. 

23..96 

24.00- 

.26.00 

.  27.10 

31.50 

32. JO 

25.45 

27.50 

29.00 

Ark.   . 

21.92 

24.00 

27.50  . 

25.11 

28.50 

34, 00 

?3*57 

26,50. 

32.50 

La. 

22.15 

29.00 

26.53 

32.44 

V.00 

36.00 

28.90 

.'•4.50 

34.50 

Okla. 

18.83 

24.00 

29.0.0  . 

23.54 

33.00 

4.3.50 

22.12 

30.50 

39.00 

Tex. ;■ 

.S.jCent..^ 

i.'cnt. 

-2.2.03_ 
-.2^.25 

17.31 

-36.^0_ 

_29.26_ 

32.00 

-29.SL 
-?±*$7._ 

24.50 

_  25,515  - 
27.10 

24.36 

4u^50 
34.48 
"38750 

31-257 
30.50 

24.30 
2^74  6  Z 
17.97 

.  £fcP*Q9. 

74.  00 

_J2.iO_ 

_3i.Q6_ 

26.50 

Idaho 

20.92 

33.50 

23.00 

•  26,83 

37.00 

26.00 

21.65 

35.  JO 

24.50 

Uyo . 

13.16 

27.00 

24.50 

-24.24' 

34.5' 

31.50 

19.03 

29.50 

26.50 

Colo. 

18.39 

33.00 

23,00 

.  27.21 

41.00 

33.50 

19.5  c 

37.'0 

31.00 

Utah 

23.21 

35.50 

23,00 

29.1.6 

42.00 

26.00 

24.41 

38..;^ 

24.50 

"i/ash. 

24.16 

29.50 

26.50 

35.21 

4o.50 

34.50 

27.00 

X:^5Q. 

30.50 

Oreg. 

22.90 

30.50 

30.00 

31.66 

-  39.00 

35.00  • 

25,13 

36.50" 

33.00 

Calif. 26.24 29.  % 30.00 32^1^       JM3A00  __3.6.00_  J0A15  _  33^0  .J£.00_ 

I£estA 2^.95 31.72 28.04_  _  J0^y*2  Z  2£&?I  JQ.8f*7  2635  7  27*10  __32.09_ 

U.S. 20.81_  J22.4l_  72J»i9 ^6^15  7  J7^.04  _28.78_  *22-33  _  25A0j6  _26.48_ 

1/ Averages  of  reports  by  farmers  in  reply  to  the  question   "What  is  the  value  per 
ten  of  hay  being  fed  to  milk  cows  on  your  farm?  (If  feeding  purchased  hay  report 
delivered  cost;    if  feeding  home-grov;n  hay  estimate  the  price  it  woul^   bring  at 
your  farm;    if  feeding  both  home-grown  and  p\;rchased,   give  your  best   estimate  of 
average  value.)      Gdve  value  only  for  tie  type  of  hoy  being  fed,"     Annual   figures     for 
individual  States  have  been  rounded  to  the  nearest  half  dollar. 


Table  8. -Reports  on  baled  hay  as  percentage  of  all  reports  on  hey  fed  to 
milk  cows  in  herds  kept  by  dairy  reporters,   February  1,   1945-53  l/ 


State 

• 

• 
• 

• 

and 

:  1945 

:  1946  : 

1947   : 

1948  : 

1949  : 

1950   : 

1951   : 

1952 

:     1953 

_  JDi.visj.on 

•                          • 

•> 
,2. 

• 

.  —  -  - 

*^»   »—    —    -— 

lie.,   N.H.,  Vt. 

28 

27 

I 

'  e  r  c  ( 

a  n  t 

51 

48 

&. 

. 

33 

32 

41 

>'  W 

iiass.,  R.I.,Conn. 

42 

35 

36 

52 

53 

59 

49 

53 

69 

H.  Y. 

20' 

30 

32 

34 

35 

41 

47 

55 

60 

IT.    J. 

41 

46 

47 

56 

61 

69 

74 

79 

80 

(&*.          

13 

18 

20 

24 

.25L 

-36-- 

44 

SI 

-  &-  _ 

p  Atl.       _ 

23 

26 

29 

32 

36 

JQ     - 

*Z      . 

59 

Ohio 

16 

15 

25 

27 

33 

42 

38 

48 

58 

llnd. 

24 

31 

35 

40 

51 

59 

53 

67 

71 

111. 

39 

45 

53 

59 

68 

73 

83 

81 

86 

SfS-ch, 

8 

17 

17 

24 

35 

33 

47 

44 

51 

Vis* 

3 

10 

14 

14 

-.23    - 

24 

26 

.29    _ 

38ui. 

.§•— ^A.  S^E^i.  —  -_  — 

--12- 

_J3L_ 

-28  _ 

_12„ 

41 

46 

ja  -  - 

.53-- 

_  59_  _ 

i-JInn. 

6 

8 

Q 

y 

15 

24 

28  " 

34 

41 

47 

!tov;a 

18 

17 

22 

30 

38 

48 

56 

59 

66 

lb. 

36 

36 

37 

46 

55 

58 

65 

71 

.     76 

L  Dak. 

1 

3 

4 

3 

8 

14 

21 

24 

.     34 

It  Dak. 

7 

7 

8 

8 

10 

23 

31 

34 

.  39 

xfebr. 

7 

10 

23 

28 

30 

31 

34 

31 

.  38 

Kans^. 

26 

^  19 

42 

.  44 

-itf-- 

-52  „ 

-58  __ 

.  £L  - 

-22__ 

V.  iL  Cent. 

16 

16 

22 

2S 

34 

41 

46 

£0  . 

57    = 

Del.,    Md. 

16 

26 

31 

34 

45 

52 

57 

65 

72 

Va. 

25 

17 

18 

26 

26 

32 

51 

48 

61 

fa  Va. 

11 

12 

3 

17 

10 

14 

29 

13 

28 

IT,   C. 

28 

21 

33 

34 

31 

39 

42 

44  . 

56 

&*— CA.».J»a« ; 

-_3£_ 

-±7„_ 

44 

5.0 

42 

-54-- 

63 

64 

-  20.  - 

S,  Atl. 

26 

_  25__ 

26 

jZ 

Z  &Z  Z 

-32 

>2-_ 

46 

~5.7„„ 

Wl 

39  " 

35 

~37  " 

'  51 

51 

46"""" 

49 

"  54, 

67 

Tenn, 

32 

31 

24 

36 

4o 

44 

47 

51 

•59 

Ala. 

54 

57 

44 

53 

52 

59 

54 

65 

62 

iiss. 

43 

45 

54 

51 

49 

40 

45 

46 

.48 

Ark, 

55 

51 

48 

57 

52 

55 

56 

5^ 

73 

La. 

56 

63 

67 

61 

76 

89 

35 

70 

86 

Okla. 

59 

70 

67 

78 

69 

75 

73 

70 

•39 

Tex. 

60 

67 

76 

_  22..  _ 

-22„ 

-32-- 

-92  __ 

84 

21 

S.  Cent. 

-50 

52 

-53-. 

6o 

59 

62 

64 

64"" 

72"" 

i-iont  o 

6 

6 

12 

.  9 

14 

21 

20 

27 

36 

Idaho 

7 

9 

10 

18 

24 

34 

47 

44 

50 

Vyo. 

15 

17 

3 

13 

33 

13 

24 

30 

30 

Colo. 

15 

11 

13 

12 

23 

27 

41 

45 

54 

Utah 

7 

9 

15 

39 

23 

35 

43 

44 

52 

Uash.' 

19 

29 

30 

37 

39 

38 

44 

35 

53 

Or  eg. 

19 

25 

21 

29 

34 

52 

45 

66 

57 

Cali  f  „ 

--55- 

_59__ 

66 

_£6-- 

-.69-- 

-7i_„ 

-35  __ 

86__ 

86 

Vest.  " 

21 

25 

2S  " 

*32 

42 

4Z 

£L 

i5^ : 

Uo-S^ 

24.3 

26.9 

_30.J  . 

_  55A9._, 

-  ifcP.sA. 

46.1 

-5P..2- 

53^4_ 

-  i°.s.2_ 

l/Based  on  hay  on  which  values  v;ere  reported,   see  footnote  l/,   Table  7. 
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Table  9.-  Helstive  frequency  of  reports  on  different  kinds  of  hay  fed 
to  milk  cows,  by  States,  February  1,  1953  1/ 


State 

:   A1-.   : 

Clover 

:Clo- 

:Lespe- 

■  :Soy~: 

Cow- 

• 

•  • 

•  • 

• 

* 

: Mixed 

and 

:falfa: 

and 

:ver 

:   deza 

:bean: 

pea 

:Peanu 

t£rain:S 

o'rghur. 

:  Wild 

:    and 

_  5ixi.ai.D_n_ 

: : 

_i_o_thv 

•                    * 

Percentage 

•                    • 

of  total 

* 

•                      • 



• 

t_  _  

.other 

Me.,N.H.,Vt 

5 

37 

6 

aa 

— 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

52. 

Mass. ,R.I. , 

Conn.    19 

26 

4 

•-» 

M 

— 

— 

- 

- 

- 

cl   . 

N.y. 

21 

52 

11 

Hi 

— 

— 

— 

~ 

- 

- 

2/16 

N.J. 

22 

26 

4 

— 

4 

— 

- 

- 

- 

- 

w+ 

Pa. 

4 

— 

1            _ 

— 

- 

- 

- 

- 

J-5.     ' 

N.Atl_ 

23 

42 

7 

._, 

_ 

_ 

.■ 

M 

,« 

28 

Ohio 

12 

'29 

9 

_ 

1 

ft. 

im 

— 

— 

— 

^9 

Ind. 

29 

1/53 

— 

4 

6 

- 

-. 

-. 

- 

- 

8 

111. 

26 

10 

20 

2 

2 

— 

— 

- 

- 

- 

MO 

Mich. 

23 

23 

6 

■j  - 

1 

—  _ 

'    M 

— 

- 

a. 

U7  ' 

Wis_ 

16 

2P. 

_3 

_ 

•— 

_ 

_ 

as 

M      1 

_ 

61 

E.Nj.Ce.nt. 

20 

26 

8 

1 

2 

... 

_ 

_ 

_        . 

^ 

^2      _ 

Minn. 

6o 

13 

9 

_ 

■a 

— 

- 

— 

ft. 

5 

13 

Iowa 

51 

11 

24 

— 

ft. 

•ft 

— 

P. 

a. 

_ 

14 

Mo. 

29 

16 

22 

26 

5 

ft. 

ft. 

— 

— 

2 

a. 

11.  Dak. 

38 

.  -. 

2 

_ 

m 

ft. 

M 

3 

m 

18 

39  . 

S.Dak. 

4?. 

M 

«_ 

M 

m 

— 

■ft 

p. 

— 

9 

44  . 

Nebr . 

72 

1 

— 

— 

— . 

■ft 

-~ 

a» 

1 

7 

19      . 

Eans. 

.59 

— 

6 

3 

.  ? 

— 

— 

•* 

12 

12 

5      >. 

W_NjC  ent . 

_!_. 

8 

1<L_ 

.  _5__ 

1 

- 

_     _     _ 

_    - 

_2 

_  6  _ 

_li__ 

Del.,   Md. 

27 

17 

17 

13 

5 

— 

— 

- 

.— 

- 

2A 

Va. 

22 

8 

5 

17 

m 

ft. 

3 

1 

M 

a. 

44 

W.Va, 

19 

28 

9 

10 

1 

1 

■ft 

pa 

p4 

a. 

32  . 

N.C,  " 

16 

3 

4 

45 

12 

2 

10 

•ft 

M 

aa 

8 

S.C,    Ga., 

6 

2 

2 

•  Zj4 

5 

3 

4 

'  7 

1 

1 

25 

Fla^ 

17 

_ 

11 

_ 

p. 

_ 

50 

_ 

aa 

a. 

22 

S.Atlj. 

18 

10 

6 

26 

4 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

28 

iy. 

21 

15 

11 

33 

8 

1 

.     _ 

— 

— 

ft. 

11 

Tenn. 

13 

8 

6 

38 

16 

2 

— 

- 

- 

14     " 

Ala. 

3 

3 

3 

23 

8 

— 

21 

— 

— 

— 

39 

Miss. 

1 

5 

8 

41 

21 

3 

— 

3 

— 

— 

18 

Ark. 

5 

3 

3 

33 

4 

1 

1 

3 

— 

11 

36     • 

La. 

2 

2 

14 

22. 

2 

— 

M 

_ 

- 

— 

58       ' 

Okla. 

4l 

„ 

5 

6 

2 

1 

4 

4 

6 

20 

11 

TexA 

16 

w 

a. 

_ 

— 

_ 

3   ■ 

*.  . 

10 

1 

70 

S_Ce.nt . 

17 

6 

6 

25 

8 

1 

2 

2 

i 

U 

26 

Mont. 

53 

3 

2 

•-. 

M 

— 

13 

_ 

8 

21 

Idaho 

92 

1 

2 

Mfr 

_ 

M 

- 

1 

- 

-- 

4 

Wyo. 

79 

6 

_ 

— 

■ft 

~ 

— 

8 

~ 

3 

4 

Colo. 

74 

6 

4 

-, 

M 

-- 

~ 

6 

2 

2 

6     • 

Ut&h 

90 

U 

2 

m 

„ 

m. 

— 

o 
c 

a. 

2 

a* 

Wash. 

21 

16 

1 

•*• 

Hj 

ft. 

ft. 

— 

a. 

— 

62 

'Or  eg. 

U2 

M 

24 

— 

M 

~ 

— 

7 

a. 

— 

27 

Calif,. 

.  31 

,,_, 

4l 

■ 

,_, 

_^ 

_ 

11 

^. 

4 

a. 

West. 

63   .. 

_     5 

_5 

,. 

_ 

— 

■ft 

5 

1 

2 

19 

'J_s_ 

23_1 

15.2 

8_5 

7_9 

2_6 

,3 

•_7 

_B 

i_o 

2.2 

^.Z  . 

_/Besed  on  the   repo 

rters'    ! 

Lndicr. 

tion  o 

f  kind 

of 

hay  upon  which 

the  V3 

lues  per   ton 

shown   in 

table   7  < 

rfere   reported 

. 

2/"Mixed  i 

»nd   other" 

includes   all 

kinds 

except  al 

falfa, 

clover, 

and  t. 

mo  thy 

and 

clover. 

2/" Clover 

and  timothy"    inc; 

Ludes 

scire    s 

traigh 

t  filover. 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
WASHINGTON  2%  D.  C# 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

BAE  -  Milk  Cows  -  6/9/53 
Permit  No.  1001 


Penalty  for  private  U3e  to  avoid 
payment  of  postage  $300 4 


UNIVERSITY  OF  FLORID 


3  1262  08928  2049 


;r.    Zxz.   Stat. 

:  .     L 


